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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The examiner objects to the drawings. The drawings fail to disclose where 
the brush holder is fixed on the electrical machine by means of the pre-stressing 
element. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

Claims 17 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, because 
the specification, while being enabling for the brush holder to be affixed on the 
electrical machine by means of the pre-stressing element, does not reasonably 
provide enablement for the brush holder to be affixed on the electrical machine 
by means of the pre-stressing element. The specification does not enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to the brush holder to be affixed on the electrical machine by means 
of the pre-stressing element in the invention commensurate in scope with these 
claims. The examiner has read the claims as "...where in the brush housing is 
fixed on the electrical machine by means of the pre-stressing element." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 
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Claims 13 - 16 and 27 - 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dafler et al. (US Patent 3,628,075, dated December 14, 1971). 

Regarding claim 13, Dafler et al. discloses a brush holder assembly [12] 
for an electrical machine, which comprises a housing [16] for receiving the brush, 
a pre-stressing element [156,158], and a T-shaped securing element [110,112] 
for securing the element disposed on the housing and for securing the brush 
holder to the machine. 

Regarding claim 14, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, wherein the 
securing element comprises two essentially T-shaped [1 10, 1 12] elements 
disposed diametrically opposite one another on the housing. 

Regarding claim 15, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, wherein the T- 
shaped securing element [110, 112 ]is formed in one piece with the housing. 

Regarding claim 16, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, wherein the T- 
shaped securing element [110, 112 ]is formed in one piece with the housing. 

Regarding claim 20, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, wherein the pre- 
stressing element is embodied as a spring [156,158]. 

Regarding claim 21 , Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, wherein the pre- 
stressing element is embodied as a spring [156,158]. 

Regarding claim 27, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 2, where the pre- 
stressing element, the springs [156, 158], are fixed at two tabs [88, 90] and two 
recesses [92, 93] of the holder of the electrical machine. 
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Regarding claim 28, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 2, where the pre- 
stressing element, the springs [156, 158], are fixed at two tabs [88, 90] and two 
recesses [92, 93] of the holder of the electrical machine. 

Regarding claim 31, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 5, where the housing 
[16] is embodied in one part with the integrally formed T-shaped [1 10,1 12] 
securing element. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dafler et al. as applied to base claims above, and further in view of Scheucher 
(US Patent 5,731,650, dated March 24. 1998). 

Regarding claim 22, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claim above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose a brush holder where the spring is disposed 
outside the housing that also comprises a spring arm, which exerts pre-stressing 
on the brush through a recess in the housing. Scheucher, however, discloses in 
figure 4, a brush holder where the spring [39] is disposed outside the housing, 
and comprises a spring arm, which exerts pre-stressing on the brush through a 
recess in the housing [33]. It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at 
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the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Scheucher with the 
device of Dafler et al. because the spring being disposed on the outside of the 
housing cuts down on the maintenance and labor of the device when the spring 
needs to be replaced. 

Claims 17 - 19, 23 - 24 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dafler et al. as applied to base claims above, and 
further in view of Raymond et al. (US Patent 6,536,807 B1 , dated March 25. 
2003). 

Regarding claim 17, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claim for the reason above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose if the brush hosuing is fixed on the electrical 
machine by means of the pre-stressing element. Raymond et al., however, 
disclose a device in which the housing is connected by the means of a V-shaped 
spring's ends [14]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the spring teachings of Raymond et al. with 
the device of Dafler et al. because the V-shaped spring end would secure the 
brush holder housing to the machine. 

Regarding claim 18, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claim for the reason above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose if the brush hosuing is fixed on the electrical 
machine by means of the pre-stressing element. Raymond et a!., however, 
disclose a device in which the housing is connected by the means of a V-shaped 
spring's ends [14]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to combine the spring teachings of Raymond et al. with 
the device of Dafler et al. because the V-shaped spring end would secure the 
brush holder housing to the machine. 

Regarding claim 19, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claim for the reason above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose if the brush hosuing is fixed on the electrical 
machine by means of the pre-stressing element. Raymond et al., however, 
disclose a device in which the housing is connected by the means of a V-shaped 
spring's ends [14]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
^the invention was made to combine the spring teachings of Raymond et al. with 
the device of Dafler et al. because the V-shaped spring end would secure the 
brush holder housing to the machine. 

Regarding claim 23, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claims above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose a brush holder with a V-shaped spring 
where the spring ends affix the housing to the electrical machine. Raymond et 
al., however, disclose a device in which the housing is connected by the means 
of a V-shaped spring's ends [14]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the spring teachings of 
Raymond et al. with the device of Dafler et al. because the V-shaped spring end 
would secure the brush holder housing to the machine. 

Regarding claim 24, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claims above. 
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Oafler et al. does not disclose a brush holder with a V-shaped spring 
where the spring ends affix the housing to the electrical machine. Raymond et 
al., however, disclose a device in which the housing is connected by the means 
of a V-shaped spring's ends [14]. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the spring teachings of 
Raymond et al. with the device of Dafler et al. because the V-shaped spring end 
would secure the brush holder housing to the machine. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dafler et al. in view of Scheucher as applied to the base claims above, and 
further in view of Raymond et al '807. 

Regarding claim 25, Dafler et al. in view of Scheucher teaches to the 
limitations of the base claims above. 

Dafler et al. in view of Scheucher does not disclose a brush holder with a 
V-shaped spring where the spring ends affix the housing to the electrical 
machine. Raymond et al., however, disclose a device in which the housing is 
connected by the means of a V-shaped spring's ends [14]. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the spring teachings of Raymond et al. with the device of Dafler et al. because 
the V-shaped spring end would secure the brush holder housing to the machine. 

Regarding claim 29, Dafler et al. discloses in figure 2, where the pre- 
stressing element, the springs [156, 158], are fixed at two tabs [88, 90] and two 
recesses [92, 93] of the holder of the electrical machine 
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Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dafler et al. in view of Raymond et al. as applied to the base claims above, and 
further in view of Bosch (US Patent 4,333,631, dated June 8, 1982. 

Regarding claim 26, Dafler et al. in view of Raymond et al. teach to the 
limitations of the base claims above. 

Dafler et al in view of Raymond et al. does not disclose if the V-shaped 
sping ends are guided via a base of the T-shaped element. Bosch, however, 
discloses a device in which the ends of a V-shaped spring rest on the shoulders 
of the head portion of a T-shaped element [column , lines ]. It would have been 
obvious for one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Bosch with the device combination of Dafler et al. because it 
allows the T-shaped element to further secure the V-shaped spring. 

Claim 30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dafler et al. as applied to the base claim above, and further in view of Szeteli et 
al. (US Patent 6,270,055 B1, dated August 7, 2001). 

Regarding claim 30, Dafler et al teaches to the limitations of the base 
claims above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose a brush holder wherein the hosuing on the 
side on which the pre-stressing element rest, comprises an undulating wall. 
Szeteli et al., however disclose a device where the housing of the pre-stressing 
element comprises an undulating exterior wall. It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combing the 
teachings of Szeteli et al. with the device of Dafler et al. because the undulating 
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wall would allow the pre-stressing element to function without properly, without 
wearing the spring out. 

Regarding claim 32, Dafler et al. teaches to the limitations of the base 
claims above. 

Dafler et al. does not disclose if the electrical machine in particular is an 
electric motor for a power tool. Youhouse, however, discloses of an electrical 
brush configuration that is for use in power tools [column 1 , line 13]. It would 
have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Dafler et al. with the machine of Youhous because the 
it allows for the commutator to be located in closer proximity to the motor which 
forms the electrical circuit. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Rasheed J. Ragin whose telephone number 
is (571)270-1612. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays through 
Fridays, 8:30 - 6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Darren Schuberg can be reached on (571) 272-2044. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infomriation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


9/26/07 


